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thing is, that Clifford himself neither admitted
nor saw this, but thought he could show, on the
contrary, not only that will was a reality, btit
also that it was free. And this brings us to the
climax of his philosophical confusions. ' That
man is a free agent appears to me obvious, and
that in the natural- sense of the words. We
need ask for no better definition than Kant's :
" Will is a kind of causality belonging to living
agents, in so far as they are rational; and free-
dom is such a property of causality as enables
them to be efficient agents independently of out-
side causes determining them ; as, on the other
hand, necessity is that property of all irrational
beings which consists in their being determined
to activity by the influence of outside causes." '
Now this, no doubt, at first sight sounds well
enough ; but it seems to have escaped Clifford
that these words of Kant belonged to one
philosophy, and that in being transplanted to
another they become nonsense. We need not
pause to point out that, in the first place, will,
in Clifford's system, is emphatically not a kind
of causality at all. All we need remark upon is
the use of the words ' outside causes.7 ISTow,
according to Clifford, an outside cause is any
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